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Coart of Appeals of the District of Colombia. 


No. 2868. 

Emma J. Hoffman, Appellant, 
vs. 

The Washington-Virginia Railway Company, a Corporation, 

et al. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

At Law. No. 67726. 

Emma J. Hoffman, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

The Washington-Virginia Railway Company, a Corporation; 
The Washington Utilities Company, a Corporation, & The Wash¬ 
ington-Virginia Railway Company, a Corporation, Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Declaration. 

Filed February 12, 1915. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

At Law. No. 57726. 

Emma J. Hoffman, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

The Washington-Virginia Railway Company, a Corporation; 
The Washington Utilities Company, a Corporation, & The Wash¬ 
ington-Virginia Railway Company, a Corporation, Defendants. 

The plaintiff sues the defendants for that: the defendant, The 
Washington-Virginia Railway Company, is a Corporation organized 
1—2868a 
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under the laws of the State of Virginia on or about June 22, A. D. 
1910: the defendant, The Washington Utilities Company, is a Cor¬ 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Virginia on or 
about —--, A. D. 19—; the defendant, The Washington-Vir¬ 

ginia Railway Company, is a Corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Virginia on or about the — day of October, 1913. 
Each of the defendants maintain- an office in, and is doing business 
within the District of Columbia, as a common carrier of freight and 
passengers. 

On the — day of May, 1913, and for a long time prior thereto, 
the said defendants, owned and operated a certain line of railway 
extending from to-wit: The City of Washington in the District of 
Columbia to the Town of Fairfax in the County of Fairfax and State 
of Virginia, and owned and operated certain cars propelled upon 
said line of railway by electricity, for the carriage and conveyance 
of passengers over said line of railway for hire and reward, and each 
was a common carrier of passengers for hire and reward. 

2 And the plaintiff avers that while the said defendants were 
such owners and operators of the said line of railway and cars 

as aforesaid, and were such common carriers of passengers as afore¬ 
said, the said plaintiff on to-wit, the — day of May, 1913, and at the 
special instance and request of the said defendants, boarded one of 
the cars of the said defendants at one of the stations on the said line 
of railway of the said defendants, to-wit, Oakton Station, to be car¬ 
ried and transported by the defendants over said line of railway, to 
another station on said railway line, to-wit Falls Church, in Fairfax 
County, Virginia, and the said plaintiff offered and tendered to the 
said defendants, their agents, servants and employees, the fare 
charged by the said defendants for the said journey, and by reason 
of the premises the said plaintiff became and was a passenger of the 
said defendants. 

And the said plaintiff avers that it thereupon became and was the 
duty of the said defendants to use due and proper care that the said 
plaintiff should be safely carried on her said journey as aforesaid, 
between the Stations aforesaid without molestation or annoyance, 
and to protect the person of the plaintiff from assault and injury at 
the hands of the defendants' agents, servants, and employees operat¬ 
ing the said car, upon which the said plaintiff was riding as a pas¬ 
senger as aforesaid. 

Yet the said defendants not regarding their duty in this behalf, 
did not use due and proper care that the said plaintiff should be 
safely carried on the journey as aforesaid, and protected from 
molestation, annoyance and assault and injury, as aforesaid, but 
wholly failed and neglected so to do, and when the said plaintiff 
entered the car of the said defendants, at their special in- 

3 stance and request, as aforesaid, and at the station aforesaid, 
to be carried on the journey aforesaid, the plaintiff then and 

there tendered her fare to the Conductor who was the agent, servant 
and employee of the said defendants in charge of the said car. And 
the plaintiff avers that the said agent, sen ant and employee of the 
said defendants, who was in charge of the said car upon which the 
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plaintiff was riding as aforesaid, and while the said plaintiff 
was such passenger as aforesaid alone in said car with said 
Conductor, he, the said Conductor, then and there with great force 
and violence, wilfully, wantonly and maliciously assaulted the said 
plaintiff, and with great force and violence laid hold of the person 
of the plaintiff, and then and there attempted indecent familarities 
with the person of the plaintiff, did forcibly place his hands on the 
plaintiff s person, and under her clothing, and did forcibly place his 

iC* 8 ° n lower limbs and private parts under her 

clothing, and did attempt the plaintiff then and there forcibly to 
ravish, by reason whereof the plaintiff became and was sick, sore, 
bruised and injured, and suffered great mortification and humilia¬ 
tion, and great physical pain and mental anguish and distress. 

By way of special damages, plaintiff states that she was at the 
time, and is now a married woman and the mother of children, liv¬ 
ing with her husband and family in the town of Falls Church in 
the State of Virginia, which is a rural town, and is connected to 
many other such adjacent towns by said railroad; that at the time 
aforesaid she was in good and prominent standing in the communi¬ 
ties in Virginia through which the said railroad runs; that imme¬ 
diately upon the happening of the wrongs aforesaid she, through her 
Counsel, informed the defendant of the full details thereof, as 

4 set out in this declaration, and that she desired to be spared 
the shame and humiliation of instituting public legal pro¬ 
ceedings for the vindication of her rights as so violated, and the pre¬ 
servation of the rights of herself and other women against future 
similar violations by said Conductor when riding as a passenger upon 
the cars of said defendants, which she alleges it often has been and 
is necessary for her to do; and she requested the defendants, that 
they repudiate the actions of said Conductor by discharging him, or 
in some other manner, and offered to execute to said defendants a 
full release of any and all liability to her in damages if they would 
so do; she further avers that the defendants refused and continue 
to refuse so to do, and that, with express notice and knowledge of 
said assault by said Conductor, in all of its details, and in spite 
thereof, the defendants have never repudiated the same, but with 
such knowledge have ever since retained and still retain the said 
Conductor in the same employment as such, and have in all respects 
ratified, approved and confirmed each and every act of said Con¬ 
ductor, and his wanton, malicious and criminal purposes and at¬ 
tempts above set out herein. 

That since the happening of said assault, the said Conductor has 
publicly advertised the incident to the patrons of said railroad ; that 
the occurrence and its ratification by the defendants has become the 
subject of general public comment in the community in which she 
lives, and in the adjacent communities, and country side through 
which said railway runs: that plaintiff is publicly pointed out as the 
subject of said assault: the ratification by the defendants of the acts 
and purposes and wantonness of said Conductor and the pub- 

5 lie endorsement thereof by the defendants, their public re¬ 
tention of him in their public employ, have caused the gen- 
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eral local public to suspect and believe that she, the plaintiff, is an 
immoral and indecent woman, and she is thereby publicly disgraced 
and degraded and her good reputation, her public and social stand- 
mg is thereby destroyed. 

And the plaintiff claims $50,000 damages besides costs. 


DANIEL THEW WRIGHT, 
T. M. WAMPLER, 

R. C. L. MONCURE, 

Counsel for Plaintiff. 


EMMA J. HOFFMAN. 


Summons. 

Issued February 12,1915. 

* * • * * * * * 

The President of the Lnited States to the Defendants, Greeting: 

You are hereby Summoned to appear in this Court on or before 
the twentieth day, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, after 
the day of service of this Writ upon you, to answer the Plaintiff’s 
fcuit, and show why -he should not have judgment against you for 
the cause of action stated in kis declaration; and in case of your 

by default 0 apPGar and answer ’ j ud g™ent will be given against you 

Witness, the Honorable J. Harry Covington, Chief Justice of said 
Court, the 12 day of February, A. D. 1915. 

J. R. YOUNG, Clerk, 
By ALF. G. BUHRMAN, 
Assistant Clerk. 


WRIGHT, WAMPLER & MONCURE, Attorney-. 
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Marshal’8 Retu/m. 


Served copies of the declaration, and this summons, on the De¬ 
fendants, as follows: The Washington-Virginia Railway Company 
by service on John C. Freeland, treasurer; The Washington Utilities 
Company by service on W. W. Spaid, treasurer; The Washington- 
Virginia Railway Company by service on John C. Freeland, treas¬ 
urer the 15" day of Feb’y, 1915. ’ 

MAURICE SPLAIN, Marshal, 
C. R. S. 

Motion of Washington-Virginia Railway Co. to Quash. 

Filed March 11, 1915. 

******* 

Now comes die Washington-Virginia Railway Company, a cor¬ 
poration organized under the laws of the State of Virginia on or 
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about the Fifteenth day of October, 1913, and now existing, and ap¬ 
pearing specially for the purposes of this motion and none other, 
moves the Court to vacate the return of the marshal of the process 
herein in this case to the effect that it was personally served by him 
with copies of a summons and declaration in this suit by service on 
J. C. Freeland, Treasurer, respectively. 

The grounds of the said motion are as follows: 

First. That the Defendant, the Washington-Virginia Railway 
Company, organized October 15, 1913, is a foreign corporation 
created and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Virginia, and the tort alleged in the plaintiff's declaration was not 
committed within the District of Columbia and, for that reason, the 
said service is invalid under the provisions of Section 1537 of the 
Code of Laws of the District of Columbia. 

Second. That, even if said sendee is pursuant to the intent 
7 of Section 1537 of the Code of Laws of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, the sendee of the processes upon it is void for the 
reason that the said Section of the Code as applied to an action 
against a foreign corporation for a tort committed beyond the limits 
of the said District is contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States and void because, if so enforced, it would deprive the said 
Defendant of its property without due process of law. 

WASHINGTON-VIRGINIA RAILWAY 
COMPANY, 

By JNO. S. BARBOUR, Attorney. 

To Messrs. Daniel Thew Wright, T. Morris Wampler, and R. C. L. 

Moncure, Attorneys for the Plaintiff. 

Gentlemen : Take notice that I shall call the foregoing motion 
to attention of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, on 
Saturday, March 26, 1915, at 9:30 o’clock A. M., or as soon there¬ 
after as Counsel can be heard, and shall support the same by the 
affidavit of J. W. Rich, hereto appended, and a copy of the charter 
of the Defendant Company, which copy of said charter is now in 
my custody and may be inspected by the plaintiff, her agents or 
attorneys, at my office, Fourteenth and East Capitol Streets, on the 
16 day of March, 1915, between the hours of ten o’clock A. M. and 
four o’clock P. M., and that the said plaintiff will be required to 
admit that the same is a true copy of the original duly recorded in 
the office of the Secretary of the Commonwealth of Virginia, re¬ 
spectively saving all just exceptions to the admissibility of all such 
document as evidence in this cause. 

Dated this 11 day of March, 1915. 

JNO. S. BARBOUR, 

Attorney for Washington-Virginia Railway Company. 
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8 Affidavit. 

* * * * ♦ * * 

J. W. Rich being this day first duly sworn deposes and says as 
follows: 

That he is the Superintendent of the Washington-Virginia Rail¬ 
way Company, which Company was incorporated under the laws of 
the State of Virginia on October 15, 1913, and that Oakton Station 
is a Station on the line of railway now operated by said Washington- 
Virginia Railway Company, and that Falls Church is another sta¬ 
tion on said line; that both stations are in Fairfax County, in the 
State of Virginia, and that no portion of the line of said railway 
connecting said stations is within the District of Columbia, but that 
all of the line of the said railway connecting said stations is wholly 
within the County of Fairfax in the State of Virginia, and that on 
May 13, 1913, said line of railway was operated by the Washington 
Utilities Company and was not operated by the said Washington- 
Virginia Railway Company; that said Washington-Virginia Rail¬ 
way Company became the owners of said line and assumed the 
operation thereof on the 31st day of October, 1913, and continued 
to operate the same continuously since. 

J. W. RICH. 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

Subscribed & Sworn to before the undersigned Notary Public in 
and for the District aforesaid this 11 day of March, 1915. 
f seal. 1 CORNELIUS ECKHARDT, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


9 Motion of Washington Utilities Co. to Quash. 

Filed March 11, 1915. 

******* 

Now comes the Washington Utilities Company, a corporation or¬ 
ganized and now existing under the laws of the State of Virginia, 
and appearing specially for the purposes of this motion and none 
other, moves the Court to vacate the returns of the marshal of the 
processes herein in this case to the effect that this Defendant and 
the Washington-Virginia Railway Company, sued with it as a cor¬ 
poration organized under the law’s of the State of Virginia on or 
about June 22d, A. D. 1910, were personally served by him with 
copies of process herein and of the declaration by service on W. W. 
Spaid, as Treasurer, as to the said Washington-Utilities Company, 
and on John C. Freeland, Treasurer, as to the said Washington- 
Virginia Railway Company, respectively. 

The grounds of said motion are as follows: 

First. That the Defendant, the Washington Utilities Company, 
is a foreign corporation created and existing under and by virtue 
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of the laws of the State of Virginia, pursuant to a merger effected 
on November 26, 1912, pursuant to the laws of the said State of 
Virginia, of two corporations theretofore duly and lawfully existing 
under and by virtue of the laws of the said State of Virginia one 
under the corporate name of Washington Utilities Company and 
the other under the corporate name of Washington-Virginia Rail¬ 
way Company, which was itself the successor by merger duly had 
under the laws of the State of Virginia of certain other Virginia 
colorations, one incorporated originally on or about June 22d, 
under the name of W ashington-Virginia Railway Company, 
whereby both the said corporations became one corporation under 
the name of the Washington Utilities Company, which is 
10 this defendant and which is the only Company now in exists 
ence known or designated by that name, and that said De- 
fendant at the time of the said alleged services was not transacting 
business within the District of Columbia and was not doing busi¬ 
ness therein and did not have any place of business or any officer 
or employee therein, within the meaning of the provisions 
of Section 153/ of the Code of Law’s of the District of Columbia as 
amended by the Act of Congress of February 1, 1907, relative to the 
services of processes on foreign corporations. 

Second. That the corporation described as the Washington-Vir- 
gima Railway Company, organized on or about June 22d, 1910, at 
the time of said service was non-existent and had been, pursuant to 
the laws of Virginia, with all and singular its rights, privileges, and 
franchises, and all its property transferred to and vested in the De- 
Washington Utilities Company, and had thereafter no 
officers or agents in the District of Columbia or elsewhere and J. C. 
Freeland w r as not its Treasurer. 

Third. That the tort alleged in the plaintifFs declaration was not 
committed within the District of Columbia and, for that reason no 
valid service could be had under the provisions of the laws of* the 
District of Columbia in an action against it, a foreign corporation, 
for tort not committed within the said District. . 

Fourth. That, even if the said defendant had been engaged in 
the transaction of business within the District of Columbia on the 
date of said service and had a place of business therein within the 
meaning of Section lo3/ of the said Code, amended as aforesaid 
the services of said processes were void for the reason that the said 
Act of Congress and Section of the Code, if intended to apply to a 
cause of action against a foreign corporation for a tort committed 
beyond said District, is contrary to the Constitution of the 
11 united States and void because, if so intended and enforced, 
it w'ould deprive the said Defendant of its property without 
due process of law. 

WASHINGTON UTILITIES 
COMPANY, 

By JNO. S. BARBOUR, 

DOUGLAS MACKALL 
B. D. BOTELER, 

Attorney», 






To Messrs. Daniel Thew Wright, T. Morris Wampler, and R. C. L, 

Moncure, Attorneys for the Plaintiff. 

Gentlemen : Take notice that I shall call the foregoing motion 
to the attention of the Justice of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, holding Circuit Court Number — on Saturday, March 
20, 1915, at 9:30 o’clock A. M., or as soon thereafter as Counsel can 
be heard, and shall support the same by the affidavit of W. W. 
Spaid, hereto appended, as well as by duly certified copies of the 
charter of the Defendant Company and its constituent companies 
preceding and leading up to the merger above mentioned and de¬ 
scribed in the annexed schedule, which copies of said charters are 
now in my custody and may be inspected by the plaintiff, her agents, 
or attorneys, at my office, Fourteenth and East Capitol Streets, on 
the 16th day of March, 1915, between the hours of ten o’clock A. M. 
and four o'clock P. M., and that the said plaintiff will be required 
(o admit that the same are true copies of the originals (Duly re¬ 
corded in the office of the Secretary of the Commonwealth of Vir¬ 
ginia), respectively saving all just exceptions to the admissibility 
of all such documents as evidence in this cause. 

Dated this 11th day of March, 1915. 

DOUGLAS MACKALL, 

B. D. BOTELER, 

JNO. S. BARBOUR, 

Attorneys for Washington Utilities Co. 
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Schedule of Copies. 


Description. 

1. Copy of Merger of Wash- 
ington-Virginia Railway Co., 
Washington, Arlington 4 Falls 
Church Railway Co., and Wash¬ 
ington, Alexandria & Mt. Ver¬ 
non Railroad Co. into Washing¬ 
ton-Virginia Railway Co. 

2. Copy of Charter and 
Amendments of Washington- 
Virginia Railway Co. 

3. Copy of Charter of Mary¬ 
land-Virginia Railway Co. and 
amendments changing name to 
Washington Utilities Co. 

4. Copy of merger of Wash- 
ington-Virginia Ry. Co. and 
Washington Utilities Co. into 
Washington Utilities Company. 

5. Copy of Charter of Wash¬ 
ington-Virginia Railway Co. 

6. Copy of deed from the 


Date. 

Perfected by Record Oct 17, 
1910. 

Copy certified Feb. 16, 1915. 


Charter recorded June 22, 
1910, amended Sept. 9, 1010, 
Sept. 30, 1910, Nov. 8th, 1910. 
Certified February 16, 1915. 

Charter originally effective 
Nov. 29, 1911; amended Nov. 7, 
1912. Certified February 16, 
1915. 

Recorded Nov. 26, 1912. 

Certified Feb. 16, 1915. 


Recorded Oct. 15, 1913. 

Certified Feb. 16, 1915. 

Dated 2nd day of Dec., 1912, 
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Washington-Virginia Ry. Co. to 
the Washington Utilities Co. 


7. Copy of deed from the 
Washington Utilities Co. to the 
Washington Virginia Railway 
Co. 


and recorded in the office of the 
Register of Deeds of the District 
of Columbia on the 13 day of 
Jan., 1913. 

Dated 16 day of October, 1913, 
and recorded in the office of the 
Register of Deeds of the District 
of Columbia on the 17 day of 
Oct., 1913. 


Affidavit. 

* * * * * * * * 

W. W. Spaid, being this day duly sworn, deposes and says as fol¬ 
lows: 

That he is the Secretary and Treasurer of the Washington Utili¬ 
ties Company, one of the defendants named in this suit, and 

13 as such is familiar with and has personal knowledge of its 
affairs and business. That the Washington Utilities Com¬ 
pany was originally incorporated under the laws of the State of Vir¬ 
ginia under the name of the Maryland-Virginia Railway Company, 
which charter became originally effective on November 29, 1911,’ 
and by amendment of November 7, 1912, its name was changed to 
the Washington Utilities Company. That in November, 1912, it 
was merged with the Washington-Virginia Railway Company, also 
a Virginia corporation, under the name of the Washington Utilities 
Company and, from that time, was in possession of and operated an 
electric line of railway running from Fairfax, Virginia, to Wash¬ 
ington, District of Columbia, and another line running from Mt. 
Vernon in Fairfax County, Virginia, to Washington in the District 
of Columbia. That its principal office at that time was and ever 
since has been located in the Alexandria National Bank Building 
in the City of Alexandria, Virginia, and is now located and was on 
February 15, 1915, located therein. That the terms of the merger 
of said Companies is correctly set out in the copy of the merger 
agreement constituting a part of the charter of that Company; that 
after the said merger had been effected and the Washington Utilities 
Company had taken charge of the lines of railroad above mentioned 
which had previously belonged to and had been operated by the 
said Washington-Virginia Railway Company, it continued to operate 
said lines until on or about the 31st day of October, 1913, when, 
for reasons which are correctly and truthfully set out in the deed 
from the Washington Utilities Company to the Washington-Vir- 
ginia Railway Company dated the 16th day of October, 1913, and 
duly recorded in the office of the Register of Deeds of the District of 
Columbia on the 17th day of October, 1913, (which last named Com¬ 
pany was an entirely separate and distinct corporation from 

14 that which had previously been merged with and into the 
Washington Utilities Company and which was also a Vir¬ 
ginia Corporation and which was not chartered until October 15, 
1913,) all of the lines of Railway which the Washington Utilities 

2—2868a 
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Company had acquired under and by virtue of its merger with the 
Washington-Virginia Railway Company, first above mentioned, and 
which were all of the lines of railway it at any time owned, together 
with all of the physical properties, fixtures, cars, etc., then owned 
by said Company were delivered and transferred under said deed to 
the said new Washington-Virginia Railway Company and, at that 
time, the said Washington Utilities Company absolutely ceased 
operating said lines of railway in the District of Columbia as well 
as in the State of Virginia and has never from that time to the 
present maintained an office in the District of Columbia or had a 
place of business therein and on the 15th day of February, 1915, 
did not have an office or place of business in the District of Colum¬ 
bia and was not doing business in the District of Columbia and was 
not engaged in transacting business therein, except as follows to wit: 

That from October 31, 1913, when the said Company sold and 
transferred all of its right, title and interest in the lines of railway 
above mentioned and ceased to operate all and every of said lines, 
it provided an office for the personal convenience of its president 
when he would occasionally come to Washington to discuss with 
other officials of said Company its affairs, an office in the Hibbs 
Building. The President of this Company is Mr. Norman Grey, a 
resident of New Jersey, and his office is in the City of Camden, New 
Jersey. Mr. Grey’s visits to Washington will average not exceeding 
twice a month. Some of the books and records of said Com- 
15 pany were kept in said room up to and including the 10th 
day of February, 1915, but since said date none of them 
have been kept therein or in the District of Columbia. The Secre¬ 
tary and Treasurer of said Company is Mr. W. W. Spaij, a resi¬ 
dent of Washington and a member of the firm of W. B. Hibbs & 
Company of the City of Washington, District of Columbia but he 
does not maintain any office or place of business in the City of 
Washington as the Secretary or Treasurer of the Washington Utili¬ 
ties Company. The Books of said Company are kept in the State 
of Virginia and Mr. W. W. Spaid, as Treasurer of the said Com¬ 
pany and as its Secretary, at times and from time to time and as a 
matter of convenience for himself signs his name as Treasurer to 
checks and drafts when necessary for him to do so in transacting 
the affairs of the said Company. The Board of Directors of said 
Company for convenience has met at times in the office above men¬ 
tioned in the District of Columbia but has not done so since Decem¬ 
ber 14, 1914. The stockholders’ meetings of said Company are al¬ 
ways held at the Company’s Office in the City of Alexandria, Vir¬ 
ginia. The Board of Directors of said Company has never ap¬ 
pointed or designated any officer, agent or other person upon whom 
process could be served nor authorized any one to accept service of 
process for it in the District of Columbia. 

W. W. SPAID. 

City of Washington, ‘ * 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a Notary 
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W. W. Spaid, whose 
RIDENOUR, 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


16 Order Quashing Service of Process, Sec. 

Filed July 16, 1916. 

******* 

,,cause came on for hearing upon the motion of the defendant, 
i<v^ n ^ irgin ia Railwa y Company, organized about October 
15tn, 1913, to vacate the return of the Marshal of the process and 
summons herein to the effect that it was served by him, and upon 
the motion of the defendant Washington Utilities Company to 
\aeate the returns of the Marshal of the processes and summons* 
herein to the effect that it, and the Washington-Virginia Railway 
Company organized about June 22nd, 1910, were served by him. 

And the Court having heard the evidence submitted by the parties 
and the arguments of counsel, finds from the evidence that at the 
times of said service of the said respective processes that the said 
Washington-Virginia Railway Company, organized about October 
15, 1913, and the said \\ ashington Utilities Company each severally 
had and maintained a place of business in the District of Columbia 
and at said times each severally was doing business in the District 
of Columbia. 

But that each of said Companies were and are foreign corporations 
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Virginia and 
residing therein. 

And that the Washington-Virginia Railway Company organized 
about June 22, 1910, was a foreign corporation, organized under 
the laws of the State of Virginia and a resident thereof, and was 
merged into the said defendant, the Washington Utilities Company 
on or about the 26 day of November, 1912, under the laws of the 
State of Virginia, that the plaintiff was and is a non-resident of the 
District of Columbia and a resident of the State of Virginia, 
17 at the time of the institution of said suit, as well as at the 
date of the cause of action stated in the declaration, and that 
said cause of action and no part thereof arose within the District of 
Columbia. 

Whereupon the Court, finds that said motions are each well taken 
and doth grant the same, to which granting of said motions and 
each of them, the plaintiff excepts. 

Wherefore it is considered by the Court that the plaintiff take 
nothing by this action, but that the same be and is hereby dismissed. 
To which action of the Court in dismissing this action the plaintiff 
excepts, and in open Court gives notice of appeal, and the Court on 
application by the plaintiff fixes the amount of the bond for costs 
upon appeal at $100.00. 

WENDELL P. STAFFORD, Justice. 


Public, in and for the District aforesaid, by 
name is subscribed thereto. March 11, 1915. 

[sEAi ] HENRY E. 











EMMA J. HOFFMAN VS. 


Memorandum. 


July 22, 1915.—Appeal bond approved and filed. 

Assignment of Error. 

Filed July 27, 1915. 

******* 

Now comes the plaintiff and says that the trial court committed 
error in this cause as follows: 

1. In sustaining the motion of the defendant to quash the service 
of the Marshal and dismissing the plaintiff’s suit. 

DANIEL THEW WRIGHT, 

T. M. WAMPLER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

18 Service of a copy of the above is hereby acknowledged this 

23 day of July, 1915. 

JNO. S. BARBOUR, 

Appearing Specially as Attorney for Defendant 

for the Purposes of said Motion Only. 


Designation of Record. 
Filed July 27, 1915. 


The Clerk will please prepare the transcript of record upon the 
appeal of the plaintiff, and the following papers are hereby desig¬ 
nated as necessary to be copied: 

1. The Declaration. 

2. The summons and return of the Marshal. 

3. Motions to quash service. 

4. Order sustaining motion to quash service of the Marshal, and 
dismissing the action. 

5. Memo.: Appeal bond, approved and filed. 

6. Assignment of error. 

7. This praecipe. 

DANIEL THEW WRIGHT, 

T. M. WAMPLER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff . 

Service of a copy of the above is hereby acknowledged this 23 day 
of July, 1915. 

JNO. S. BARBOUR, 

Appearing Specially as Attorney for Defendant 

for the Purposes of said Motion Only. 





THE WASHINGTON-VIRGINIA RAILWAY CO. BT AL. 


19 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia,, 88: 

I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 

IS h r hy *^ le foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 

18, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of tTns tranwnpt, in cause No. 57726 at Law, wherein Emma 
J. Hoffman is Plaintiff and The Washington-Virginia RaZav 

S^of n rLV!n a ^d D C?u n rt antS ’ " ^ S *™ remainS Up ° n the fiIes 

I n testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe mv name and affix 

° f "•****’ in 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

J* R. YOUNG, Clerk, 

By ALP G. BUHRMAN, 
Assistant Clerk. 

Endomed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No 
2868. Emma J. Hoffman, appellant, vs. The Washington-Virginia 
Company, a corporation, et al. Court of Appeals, District 
of Columbia. Filed Sep. 7, 1915. Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 


